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Neither the general public nor physicians have been adequately informed of 

recent developments in Army combat theory, whereby medicine is in the process 

of being transformed into just another tool of warfare.—See Dr Leyland 
Rather’s article, page 6. 
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[ARS 


OR PEACE AND FREEDOM 


OF LIBERATION 


This article is the text of a working 
document prepared by the Council 
of the War Resister’s International 
at its meeting in Vienna, August 12 
to 17. The WRI would like it to be 
used as a basis for discussion among 
libertarians, anti-war groups, and 
radical pacifists. 


The WRI is first of all a freedom 
movement. We work for man’s right 
to freedom: freedom to live without 
hunger, war, pestilence: freedom to 
live without economic, social, racial, 
and cultural exploitation: freedom 
for the individual to express himself 
and to develop to the full his powers 
as a creative human being: freedom 
to develop social capacity, so often 
cramped and distorted by authoritar- 
ian structures, which enables men to 
live in community and to rise above 
egotism. 

From this belief in freedom stems-our 
opposition to war, and to systems 
which exploit and corrupt, such as 
colonialism, capitalism, and totali- 
tarian forms of communism. 
Positively, the implications of our 
belief touch every aspect of human 
activity. We want an educational 
system which liberates rather than 
cramps the human spirit, economic 
organisation which is democratic and 
gives power to the workers involved. 
We work for nothing less than a total 
non-violent revolution. Our pacifism 
and war resistance take their place in 
this total vision of liberated man. 


Violent revolution 


A violent revolution creates a violent 
structure in which, having killed 
one’s enemies, it is all too easy to 
kill one’s friends for holding “ wrong 
positions”. Having once taken up 
weapons it is difficult to lay them 
down. If violence may have—as 
Fanon suggests—a liberating effect on 
the oppressed, it also has a brutalising 
effect. If it is argued that a non- 
violent revolution is too slow a 
method, and that violence more 
swiftly brings justice and freedom, 
we point to Vietnam where a violent 
struggle has raged without pause for 
22 years and where more than one 
million people have been killed and 
the revolution has not yet been won. 
It would be easy, confronted with the 
brutality and inhumanity of Ameri- 
can actions in Vietnam and the 
American support of oppressive 
regimes elsewhere in the world, so to 
lose ourselves in anger that we forget 
some of the lessons of this century. 
Those who used the method of war 
in dealing with Germany, Italy, and 
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Japan should not forget that 50 
million human beings perished in that 
struggle, and that the American 
people, who entered that war with 
considerable idealism, and who were 
shocked by the cruelty of the Germans 
and Japanese, ended the war by 
dropping two atomic bombs—and had 
become so insensitive by that time 
that they do not to this day feel any 
sense of national guilt. 


We should keep in mind, too, the 
heroic experiment in revolution of the 


Russian people, which began with the 


moral support of virtually all pro- 
gressive movements in the world, and 
which eventually produced a State 
which killed millions of its own 
citizens in purges and forced labour 
camps, oppressed the nations of 
Eastern Europe, and to this day is 
still imprisoning writers who seek to 
exercise the most elementary free- 
doms. 


We must ask our brothers and sisters 
in the movements of violent liberation 
whether they are really certain that 
out of the bloodshed of their revolu- 
tion a just society can be created, and 
whether they believe the Russian ex- 
perience was simply the result of 
theoretical mistakes, tactical errors, 
and Western intervention (all of 
which were certainly factors) or 
whether it was not in large part the 
basic mistake of thinking that vio- 
lence, both during the revolution and 
in solving economic and_ social 
problems, could bring justice and 
freedom. 


Man is not free when he is subjected 
to violence—therefore the struggle 
against violence must be seen in the 
context of a revolutionary effort to 
liberate humanity. We know that vio- 
lence takes many forms, and that in 
addition to the direct violence of guns 
and bombs, there is the silent vio- 
lence of disease, hunger, and the 
dehumanisation of men and women 
caught up in exploitative systems. 


With a reticence that comes from our 
knowledge that we do not have 
answers to many of the problems of 
revolution, we must say that men 
should not organise violence against 
one another, whether in revolution, in 
civil war, or in wars between nations. 
If it is argued that our position is 
utopian and that men can turn to 
non-violence only after the revolution, 
we reply that unless we hold firmly 
to non-violence now, the day will 
never come when all of us learn to 
live without violence. The roots of the 
future are here and now, in our lives 
and actions. 


But our unwavering commitment to 
non-violence does not mean that we 
are hostile to the revolutionary move- 
ments of our time, even though on 
certain fundamental issues we may 
disagree with some of them. It is 


impossible for us to be morally 
“neutral”, for example, in the 
struggle between the people of 


Vietnam and the American Govern- 
ment, any more than we were able to 
be morally “neutral” 12 years ago 
in the struggle between the people of 
Hungary and the Soviet Union. We do 
not support the violent means used 


LONDON—Demonstrators out on 
the streets, July 21, in solidarity 
with the NLF—an example of the 
kind of colonial liberation move- 
ment that resorts to violence. Non- 
violence is increasingly seen by 
such demonstrators as irrelevant 
and ineffectual. 


by the NLF and Hanoi, but we do 
support their objective in seeking the 
liberation of Vietnam from foreign 
domination. 


We particularly emphasise our sup- 
port for our friends in the Buddhist 
movement, who at great risk, and 
with little support from world 
opinion, have sought to achieve self- 
determination without using violence. 
It is particularly important for 
pacifists to maintain close contact with 
these elements in the revolutionary 
movements which quietly hold to non- 
violence. 


We do not romanticise non-violence 
and know better than anyone else its 
setbacks. But we ask our friends who 
feel they have no choice but to use 
violent means for liberation not to 
overlook the problems they face. The 
violence of revolution destroys the in- 
nocent just as surely as does the 
violence of the oppressor. The 
American soldier in Vietnam is not 
the cause of American imperialism 
but only its agent. 


For he, no less than the people of 
Vietnam he is oppressing, is a victim 
of American imperialism. And there 
are those who are innocent in a more 
obvious sense, such as civilians who 
are inevitably killed in the course of 
the struggle. Clearly one has to dis- 
tinguish between the violence of the 
Americans—which is criminal—and 
that of the people of Vietnham—which, 
by contrast, is tragic. 


Pacifist failures ? 


We have to consider the argument of 
those who criticise pacifists because 
they do not have an answer to the 
problem, for example, of South 
Africa. We know this and are haunted 
by our own limitations. But just as 
every non-violent movement in South 
Africa has so far failed, so has every 
violent movement. There are moments 
in history when we find situations that 
cannot be immediately resolved either 
by violence or by non-violence. 


In Spain, for example, there have 
been organised appeals for violent 
action against Franco for the past 20 
years—and yet Franco still holds 
power. The murder of Martin Luther 
King is often cited as evidence of a 
final defeat of non-violence. Surely 
it is no more or less so than the 
murder of Che Guevara is evidence 
of a final defeat for violence in 
Bolivia? 

We remind all pacifists and all 
sections of the WRI that the greatest 
single contribution we can make to 
the liberation movements is not by 
becoming entangled in the debate 
over whether or not such movements 
should use violence, but by actively 
working to bring an end to colonialism 
and imperialism by attacking its 
centres of power in the West. For 
these are the factors which drive 
peoples towards the tragedy of 
violence and, for too many of the 
oppressed, seem to exclude the 
options they might otherwise have of 
more gradual and non-violent methods 
of social revolution. 


One of the basic reasons why we hold 
to non-violence, even when it seems 
to have failed or when it cannot offer 
a ready answer, is because the non- 
violent revolution does not seek the 
liberation simply of a class or race 
or nation. It seeks the liberation of 
mankind. It is our experience that 
violence shifts the burden of suffer- 
ing and injustice from one group to 
another, that it liberates one group 
but imprisons another, that it destroys 
one authoritarian structure but 
creates another. 


We salute those people who are using 
non-violent action in their struggle 
despite the current trends and pres- 
sures towards violence. We also salute 
our brothers and sisters in the various 
liberation movements. We will work 
with them when it is possible—but 
without yielding up our belief that 
the foundation of the future must be 
laid in the present, that a society 
without violence must begin with 
revolutionists who will not use 
violence. 
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ROGER BARNARD sets out one of the lessons of Czechoslovakia 


The co-e 


It should be obvious by now that the vital 
conflict today is not between one bloc and 
another bloc, nor between Left and Right, but 
between a world-wide dehumanised system of 
things and human decency or perhaps even 
survival itself. Yet only the young seem to 
recognise this—in remarkably identical 
language from Berkeley or Prague or Warsaw 
or Madrid. The people of my generation cannot 
see the wood for the trees. But the students 
will not come into their own for another 20 
years, by which time there may not be any 
world left to come into-——-PAUL GOODMAN. 


One result of the crisis in Czechoslovakia has been 
a lot of talk among newspaper commentators 
about such concepts as ‘ super-powers ” and “ co- 
existence” and “ spheres of influence’. Basically 
the talk has centred on the contemporary 

olitical phenomenon of what Andrew Kopkind 
bas called Duopoly—the monolithic power-system 
whereby we are confronted with an_interdepen- 
dence of interests between the two Great Power 
blocs of East and West. 


In this world-wide interlocking of “national 
interests” it is agreed, by mutual consensus, that 
each regime has its own exclusive areas of control 
and influence—roughly, for example, Kastern 
Europe and the Middle East for Russia, Asia and 
Latin America for the United States, though there 
is certainly some overlapping. And while it is 
true that each side may feel itself moved to make 
ritual noises whenever its opposite number 
engages in flagrant acts of aggrandisement or 
aggression, it is also true that there is an under- 
standing, tacit but firm, that each Power is more- 
or-less free to shape up its ‘‘ spheres of influence’ 
after its own image, pursuing its free-booting 
imperialism at will. 


Main source of hope! 


Some commentators—for example, Henry Bran- 
don in the Sunday Times—have interpreted this 
dismal set-up with astonishing cynicism, as if such 
an arrangement were the best of all possible 
worlds, and have even gone so far as to assert 
that Duopoly is our main source of hope for 
averting nuclear war! But of course the truth is 
quite the opposite: under this intolerable system 
there is no chance whatever of real and lasting 
peace, no chance of mitigating the Cold War, and 
no chance of decreasing the danger of World 
War III. 


Aside from everything else that the armed in- 
vasion of Czechoslovakia and the subsequent 
beautiful resistance of the Czech and Slovak 
peoples has taught us, this seems to me one of 
the profoundest lessons to be drawn from recent 
events in Eastern Europe. Our magical co- 
existence has been revealed for what it really is: 
neo-colonialism, the most vigorous new form of 
old-fashioned imperialism. And it is by means of 
this spurious co-existence that the sovereign 
Powers of East and West once more eagerly carve 
up the world, somewhat after the fashion of 
Metternich’s 19th Century Grand Alliance but 
without overt military conflict. Political policy is 
made accordingly, and everywhere we drift 
towards the Age of Empire. 


There is nothing particularly new about this 
- analysis. It just took that shameless rape of 
Czechoslovakia on August 21 to show what it 
really meant when the chips were down. As early 
as 1963, in his book called One-Dimensional Man, 
Herbert Marcuse had written: 


“The fateful interdependence of the only two 
“sovereign ’ social systems in the contemporary 
world is expressive of the fact that the conflict 
between progress and politics, between man and 
his masters, has become total. When capitalism 
meets communism, it meets its own suppressed 
capabilities: spectacular development of all 


productive forces after the subordination of the 
private interests in profitability which arrest 
such development. 

“When communism meets capitalism, it too 
meets its own suppressed capabilities: spectacu- 
lar comforts, liberties, and alleviation of the 


burden of life. Both systems have these 
capabilities distorted beyond recognition and, 
in both cases, the reason is in the last analysis 
the same—the struggle against a form of life 
which would dissolve the basis for domination.” 


Now obviously there are still numerous contra- 
dictions among the imperialist Powers. But the 
compulsive drives in each bloc towards colonial 
exploitation and military expansionism can 
legitimately be called the nodal points at which 
the new situation of co-existence has had a crucial 
bearing on the stabilisation of both capitalism and 
communism. It is not even too cynical to say that 
communism has become the friendly doctor by the 
sick-bed of an ailing capitalism and vice versa. Or 
to put it another way: if it were not for com- 
munism it would be impossible to explain the 
political and economic solidification of the estab- 
lished order in America: if it were not for 
capitalism it would be impossible to account for 
the political and economic unification of the 
established order in Russia. And this is our 
co-existence! 


Let us look at one specific example—it is perhaps 
the most striking one available—of how this 
Duopoly works to prevent any diminishing of 
international conflict, any relaxation of the Cold 
War, any slowing down of the drift towards 
holocaust. As was made clear by the brutal 
invasion of Czechoslovakia and the mixed motives 
that impelled it, the major key to peace in Eastern 
Europe lies in settling what is euphemistically 
termed The German Problem. Now the only 
proposal that makes sense in this context is a 
Germany united by free elections and neutral 
between the two Power blocs. Two closely related 
principles are involved here: (1) the German 
people have an inalienable right to determine 
their own form of Government and (2) in the 
present world-situation it is profoundly dangerous 
for either Power bloc to attempt to profit from 
this self-determination. 


Fear of neutrality 


At present, however, neither side appears even 
remotely willing to entertain, let alone accept, 


‘this sort of solution, because it would set in 


motion a chain reaction of tendencies that would 
threaten the American position in Western Europe 
and the Russian position in Eastern Europe. The 
smallest sign of those tendencies making an 
appearance would weaken the repressive military 
alliances of NATO and the Warsaw Pact and put 
the fear of God up the pants of the top brass in 
the Pentagon and Kremlin. For a neutral Germany 
would be a centre of infection for neutrality which 


KARLOVA VARY—Czech youth, with national 
colours pinned on their breasts, march through 
this garrison town on August 21 shouting anti- 
Russian slogans and carrying a banner that 
proclaims “Never Again With The Soviet 
Union ”—a reversal of the old Czech-Stalinist 
slogan “Forever With The Soviet Union ”. 


might well lead to an end of the Cold War, 
thereby spoiling the grandiose dreams of 
hegemony over Europe enjoyed by the powers- 
that-be in both America and Russia. And at the 
moment, neither side wants to stop the Cold War 
when the price is such an abandonment of 
dynamic expansionism. 


The power-vacuum 


Berlin is a crucial focal point, of course, because 
it is the place where any genuine solution would 
inevitably mean rapid decline in the world- 
positions of both Russia and America. The two 
Great Powers share a common interest in not 
allowing any real neutrality to develop, on the 
ground that a Great Power is not a Great Power 
unless it is working furiously to fill up every 
available power-vacuum. And in their own terms, 
of course, the Powers are indeed correct in 
reasoning on these grounds—but it is precisely 
these grounds, these absurd ideological assump- 
tions, that constitute in themselves the root 
problem, for they indicate that what we are 
dealing with in each case is political psychosis! 
Which is to say, the establishment of real 
German neutrality would undoubtedly mean de- 
escalation of the arms-race, and _ perhaps 
ultimately the complete elimination of the lovely 
concept of a world carved up between two 
benevolent Great Powers. 


Of course, each Power has its own favourite 
proposals for solving The German Problem. And 
all these proposals, in greater or lesser degree, 
involve the concept of a unified Germany. But 
consider what would happen if the problem of the 
unification of Germany were to be carried out 
according to the propositions of the Western Big 
Three. Such a procedure would necessarily con- 
flict, by its very nature, with the “ vital interests ” 
of the Soviet bloc. And if it led, as it almost 
certainly would, to an increase in the re- 
militarisation of Germany, not to speak of 
German political and economic domination in 
Europe, it would—eventually and paradoxically— 


continued. opposite 
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~INVOLVEment in Community 


It looks as though Britain will see its 
first “‘ peace village ”’ established here 
within the next 12 months. Inter- 
national Voluntary Village Enterprise 
(INVOLVE for short) was launched 
through the pages of Peace News in 
May this year by a small group of 
Christians headed by Anton Wallich- 
Clifford and his wife Marie-Therese. 
The Wallich-Cliffords withdrew from 
the Simon Community earlier this 
year in order to “get back to the 
fundamentals’ of the Simon caring 
concept, one of which was the setting 
up of a mutual support settlement for 
so-called inadequates and radical com- 
munity workers. 

They opened an INVOLVE com- 
munity centre at St Leonards-on-Sea 
in Sussex, where they also started a 
“centre for studies in social isola- 
tion”, due to be incorporated in the 
village. Now the Wallich-Cliffords 
have handed over sponsorship to 
Christian Action who, under the 
direction of Ian Henderson and by 
gathering together ‘“‘a consortium of 
bodies ” (not yet named), will launch 
a public fund for the village this 
autumn. 


Social education 


Christian Aid and Simon workers 
have collaborated closely before— 
together they produced that minor 
classic on rootlessness, ‘‘ Non-Citizens 
of 1964”—and it is scarcely sur- 
prising to find the Wallich-Cliffords 
now being retained by Christian 
Action as press and public relations 
officers to stimulate the social educa- 
tion aspects of the new INVOLVE 
movement—a task perhaps more 
appropriate to the early Christian 
Socialists than to some recent 
crusaders. 


In this campaign the pulpits of the 
early Labour Churches will be 
matched by  local—and  vocal— 
Christian Involvement groups, of 
which there are now eight in the 
country—one in Lanarkshire, and the 
strongest at St Leonard’s. Here, local 
people run hunger lunches, a seafront 
bookstall, and a small shop. It is no 
easy job to shake the shutters on a 
sleepy seaside town like St Leonards, 
but a recent demonstration for Czech 
solidarity, arranged at no more than 
an hour’s notice, attracted more par- 
ticipants from the streets than 
original marchers. 


The St Leonard’s group maintains 
close contact with the Wallich- 
Cliffords, using 80 Norman Road 
where they have set up their Research 
and Experimental Projects Con- 
sultancy (REP)—an agency now 
under contract to Christian Action. 
Registered in July this year, REP 
developed, says Anton Wallich- 
Clifford, out of the need for “a social- 
work oriented press agency for press- 
minded social workers ”. REP is run 
by four workers, two of whom have 
depended for much of their livelihood 
on food given them by a local convent 
and, as they put it, on “divine 
providence and our friends’. At first 
sight it seems a remarkably unholy 
alliance between media and message, 
but then it is precisely this kind of 
unlikely odd-jobbery which we need 
at a time when uniformity kills and 
normal holiness fails. 


The original thesis of ‘‘ the stabilised 
community ”, which inspired so much 
post-war social action, is now quite 
clearly confronted with the anti-thesis 
of guerrilla or street-confrontation as 
an end in itself. The proposition that 
individuals must change, and change 
other individuals—if necessary by 


State action—has met with the great 
counter-proposition of the Sixties, that 
systems can and must be provoked 
and altered instead. Yet neither ver- 
sion of the approaching good society 
is uniquely satisfying. Most of us find 
curselves neither on the barricades 
nor in the “communes” or closed 
settlements. What we do often ex- 
perience is considerable vacillation 
between the two. 


The dilemma 


Watson Thomson, in his new book 
Towards Tomorrow, expresses the 
dilemma with which we are faced in 
this way—‘ Does the State exist for 
the sake of the Individual and his 
fulfillment, or the Individual for the 
sake of the immortal Collective? ” 
—and then points to “one resolving 
consideration”: that “so long as the 
problem of the One and the Many is 
of the single person and the anony- 
mous millions, the dilemma _ is 
absolute .. . But when the question 
is of the relationship between the 
single person and a number of other 
persons whom he can know and fully 
understand, sr of opposites be- 
comes possible ”. 

Thus the only way out for the in- 
dividual is indeed “through com- 
munity "—in small groups living to- 
gether. But each small group must 
also be able to experience a symbiosis 
between its own “ inner” self and the 
other groups round it. It is this con- 
tinuing process of “ inner ” encounter- 
ing and joining with “ outer” which 
constitutes, to my mind, true social 
action—an “ ongoing series of creative 
adjustments which make man at home 
in his body, his community, his 
natural habitat” (Theodore Roszak 
describing Paul Goodman’s “ gestalt 


theory” in The Nation of April 15). 


The question is, can social movements 
like INVOLVE produce this kind of 
social action? Do they not simply con- 
solidate the two polarities of the 
“outer ’—everything “out there”, 
almost all of it inaccessible—as 
opposed to the “inner ’’-——the very 
little that is meaningful left inside 
myself? In other words, the common 
experience of the State, as the 
appropriator of virtually all the in- 
dividual’s power, and of the individual 
as the repository of much of the 
power of the destructive State, is re- 
created—with “ the movement ” doing 
service as one more Great Insti- 
tution. 


And yet the outward moving of one 
person to another, the symbiosis 
between two neighbouring groups and 
between one community and another, 
becomes meaningless unless the two 
polarised experiences this motion 
attempts to brook—extreme at-one- 
ness set against extreme collectivity 
—are fully understood and ex- 
perienced. This is where it may seem 
unavoidable using large networks of 
people—simply to collect and com- 
municate information. 


However, the information is still only 
attached to other people—it cannot 
communicate their essence, or the 
essence of their need. It is at this 
point that many social movements 
seem indispensable—and so _ gain 
their adherents, though it is precisely 
here that they become another part 
of the alienation process. I hope the 
individuals in INVOLVE will begin to 
recognise this—perhaps by dropping 
all claims to be a movement and con- 
tinuing with the real work, for which 
they have already set admirable 
precedents. 
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be opposed by Britain, France, and even by 
America itself. 

Conversely, if the problem of German re- 
unification were to be solved according to the 
Soviet formula, such a solution would auto- 
matically clash with the ‘vital interests” of the 
American bloc of nations comprising the 
Democratic Free World, and also with those of a 
large part of the German nation. But the signal 
point to be grasped is that in both cases these 
conflicts would generate and feed mutual 
animosities, aggravate the already inflamed state 
of the Cold War, and sooner or later almost 
certainly lead to Hot War. And yet the pundits 
still insist that Duopoly is safe, as if they were 
salesman talking about some new brand of contra- 
ceptive! 


In the same trap 


What does it all add up to? We have now had 
more than 20 years of Cold War coupled with 
phoney Co-Existence—whether as containment, 
deterrence, or expansion—and if we carry on like 
this it will do us in for good. For more than two 
decades the Powers have done precisely nothing 
to make peace. In both blocs we have seen pro- 
gressively increasing military budgets, intensifica- 
tion of an armaments race, an ever-madder 
recruitment of allies and satellites for wholesale 
murder, an ever-crazier building of military bases, 
an appalling debasement of science and culture, 
an extreme abuse of technology and natural 
resources, an exploitative suppression of national 
liberation movements abroad, and an almost total 
erosion of freedom and democracy at home. At 
present, the melancholy evidence, more than half- 
way through 1968, is that the Powers are berserk 
and bent on destroying the peoples of the world. 


The fact is that Johnson and Kosygin, Humphrey 
and Brezhnev, Nixon and Podgorny, the American 
Government and the Russian Government, the 
people of these two countries, and indirectly the 
peoples of the entire world are caught fast like 
flies in the same trap—the trap of mutual 
suspicion, the trap of an onrushing and‘ uncon- 


trolled military technology, the trap of ancient 
habits of reliance on violence, the trap of out- 
worn dogmas and ideological absolutisms, all of 
which divert attention to war and preparation for 
war rather than to the tough common problem of 
how men and women are to live together on this 
planet in our Nuclear Age and make some real 
and lasting peace for their children. 


So if what is called co-existence is to become 
reality for the Soviet Union and the United States 
~—which is the same as saying, if the removal of 
the permanent menace of war is to become hard 
fact—then we shall require radical changes— 
political, economic, cultural, psychological—in 
each country, involving getting rid of sovereign 
State Power. And the first canon of wisdom is that 
in each country this radical change has got to 
come from within or it will not come at all. 
Neither regime can shove it down the other’s 
throat. Each must truly liberate itself, and in so 
doing help to liberate its adversary. 


The problem is, it is precisely against this threat 
of inner liberation, this potential release of their 
own suppressed possibilities, that the regimes in 
each bloc are permanently mobilised, with all the 
vast military and technological means of re- 
pression and manipulation at their command. But 
there are some hopeful signs. It is true that in 
both the Eastern and Western blocs the 
champions of State Power thrive on the myth that 
the Big Regimes control all human thought 
and feeling and that the peoples themselves are 
powerless. Yet evidently, as this year’s events 
have already demonstrated—from Prague to 
Warsaw, from London to Paris, from Chicago to 
Rome, from Berlin to Madrid—there is an under- 
ground Third Force in existence alongside the 
warring power-groups. And this force comprises 
the ordinary peoples who are ceaselessly bullied, 
cajoled, and deceived by the megalomaniacs and 
psychopaths who lust for State Power. 


The new Third Force 


It is an immensely hopeful sign that everywhere, 
sporadically but in increasing numbers, this 
Third Force is making itself heard and felt and 
thereby coming to realise that it exists and 
counts for something—nay, that it counts for 


everything, since it is the only force that is not 
patently stupid, callous, and incompetent in these 
matters, the only force going for us if we are to 
have any decent future at all. As soon as it 
becomes clear that these separate peoples are one 
humanity united in refusal, this force will be 
irresistible and it will then be an open question 
whether the Powers can continue to pursue their 
present catastrophic course—indeed, whether 
they can continue to exist at all. 


What kind of man? 


For that’s where it’s at in September 1968. The 
most important confrontation now taking place in 
the world is not that between rival Power States, 
nor that between rival ideologies or rival ways of 
industrialising the world. On the contrary, the 
really crucial confrontation is what the sociologist 
Wright Mills called “an encounter of models of 
human character”. In his last book, The Causes 
of World War ITI, he wrote: 


“In important circles in both East and West, in 
differing ways but often with frightening con- 
vergence, we now witness the rise of the cheer- 
ful robot, the technological idiot, the crackpot 
realist. All these types embody one common 
ethos: rationality without reason. The fate of 
these types and of this ethos—what is done 
‘about them and what they do—that is the real 
and even the ultimate showdown on ‘ socialism ’ 
and ‘capitalism ’ in our time. It is a showdown 
on what kinds of human beings and what kinds 
of culture are going to-become the commanding 
models of human aspiration.” 


And Mills ended his book with some words that 
expressed an objective cherished by this paper, 
and we hope by all our readers. It is an objective 
to “ make the showdown clear, as it affects every 
region of the world and every intimate recess of 
the self’’—even though it requires “a union of 
political reflection and cultural sensibility of a 
sort not really known before”. What I have 
written here is by no means to be taken as an 
indication that we are already in some kind of 
international revolutionary situation. But on the 
other hand, as the Bard once said, there is no 
power on.earth like the power of an idea whose 
time has come! 
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GAZA  STRIP—Armed Israeli 
soldiers walk through the market- 
place at Gaza last Friday, during a 
routine patrol of that city, as 
tension increases near the Suez 
Canal. 


Does 
Nasser 
really 
mean 
it? 


A warlike speech from Nasser, evacu- 
ation of civilians from the canal 
towns, major incidents along the 
canal, reactivation of the Arab High 
Command, and limited Israeli call-up 
of reservists have convinced the 
foreign correspondents that Egypt is 
soon to make a bid for the east bank 
of the Suez Canal. Is it really going 
to happen? 


It certainly looks like it, superficially, 
and it mustn’t be forgotten that be- 
yond a certain point escalation 
happens of its own accord in the 
Middle East, as the Six Day War 
showed. And the present situation has 
some alarming resemblances to that 
before the Six Day War. But even 
given the chronic instability of the 
Middle East, it doesn’t make much 
sense. 


These days, Nasser, whose choices 
were always limited, is in hock to the 
Russians militarily, to the Americans 
through the oil sheikhs economically, 
to the Israelis territorially, and to the 
Egyptian Right politically. It is true 
that this very complexity of restraints 
might tempt him to try to break free 


by chalking up a military victory over 
the Israelis. He may really have con- 
vineced himself that Egypt was de- 
feated in 1967 only because Israel 
struck first. 


Two points make this improbable. 
First, Russian influence in the Middle 
East could scarcely survive another 
defeat in which they remained _ in- 
active militarily, particularly after 
Czechoslovakia, which many Arabs 
regard as a sign that the Russians 
will move in next time. (In this, they 
are quite mistaken: the Czechoslo- 
vakian invasion is within the terms of 
the Yalta Agreement; the Middle East 
is not.) And it is certain that both the 
Russians and the US are pressing 
Nasser towards a political “ settle- 
ment”, which only Palestinian 
militancy and Israeli intransigence 
prevent. 


Nasser’s circus act 


Second, if Nasser is planning a first 
strike, why is he advertising it as 
though it were a circus? As he well 
knows, the most likely result of this 


GLC rent strike: massive 


Roger Moody writes: One of the 
largest mass demonstrations London 
has seen in recent years is expected 
this Sunday, September 22, when 
thousands of the Greater London 
Council’s 220,000 tenants meet in 
Trafalgar Square to protest against 
rent increases and the “ means test” 
involved in a new rent rebate 
system. 


The GLC plans to increase rents by 
14s in the pound, starting this 
October and carried out in a number 
of stages over three or five years. 
Exemption from some or all of the 
rent rise will be governed by a rebate 
scheme which requires tenants not 
only to state their own income but 
also. their home circumstances: 
whether or not they take in a lodger, 
or if their wife and older children 
are at work. 


The main body behind Sunday’s mass 
rally is the GLC Tenants Action Com- 
mittee (GLC-TAC) which comprises 
tenants, trade unionists, and represen- 
tatives from political groups including 
a hard-core of International Socialists. 
The Committee attacks the proposed 
rent increases not only as unfair but 
as a completely unnecessary way of 
making up the GLC housing revenue 
deficit expected by 1970. 


It points out that the rent increases 
would in fact give a surplus to the 
GLC of about £4 millions: that tenants 
in the older estates have already paid 
the cost of their flats ‘many times 
over’: and that they are being asked 
to subsidise landowners and property 
speculators in the GLC area, many of 
whom pay no rates at all. 


As for the rebate scheme, it is 
attacked as a means of penalising a 
majority of tenants by handing out 
pittances to the few: rents are put 
up by £20 million and only £6 million 
are handed back in the form of a 
rebate. 


The tenants’ attack on the GLC has 
been planned in two phases. First of 
all, thousands of tenants are simply 
refusing to return their rebate-forms, 
or else returning them without being 
filled-in—something which is clearly 
worrying the men at County Hall. On 
August 8, Desmond Plummer, the 
GLC leader, revealed that no more 
than 15,000 of an expected 40,000 
forms had been returned by that date, 
while only 5,000 others have been re- 
turned since. 


The second prong of the attack is a 
rent strike, involving close on a 
quarter of a million tenants, planned 
to start in October. Most tenants, it 


would be a pre-emptive strike by the 
Israelis, who might well move on to 
the East Bank of the Jordan as well. 


The pundits have read into Nasser’s 
more open support for the Palestinian 
guerrillas an indication of military 
intentions. But the opposite is more 
likely to be true. Nasser has been 
working hard recently to bring Pales- 
tinian militancy back under Egyptian 
domination, as it was in the days of 
the now discredited Palestinian Liber- 
ation Army. 


More than anything else, he needs to 
control the guerrillas’ activities—for 
a number of reasons. First, they are 
replacing Nasser as the main focus of 
Arab national feeling: second, they 
represent a potential revolutionary 
threat (not yet socialist, but moving 
that way): third, they may well force 
the Israelis to occupy the East Bank, 
an eventuality which would expose 
Nasser’s impotence (he still has a 
treaty with Hussein) and probably 
finish him for good: fourth, they are 
obstructing the political settlement he 
badly needs. 


Many Palestinians, on the other hand, 


say they would welcome such an/in- 
vasion if it removed Hussein, who is 


now building up his “loyal” 
Bedouin’ forces, re-united the 
Palestinian resistance, which is still 
handicapped by having to operate on 
two sides of a border, and enabled 
them to transform their resistance 
no single insurrectionary move- 
ment. 


Even so, there is a sufficient complex 
of forces inside Egypt to make a des- 
perate attack possible. Not the least 
pressure must come from the reviled 
officer caste itself, who fear another 
Israeli surprise attack, with further 
discredit for them, and would rather 
gamble on taking the initiative them- 
selves. The recently published view 
of the Institute for Strategic Studies, 
that the Egyptians were far from 
ready to renew the war, can hardly 
be convincing to them, when the view 
of that august body in 1966 was that 
Israel and the Arabs were militarily 
in balance. To this must be added un- 


certainty as to Nasser’s present 
degree of control of right-wing 
officers. 


BILL HILLIER 


protest this weekend 


seems, will not refuse their rents as 
such, but only the increases. Already 
“block leaders” have been estab- 
lished on some of the 300 estates to 
collect the “‘ old-style ” rents and hand 
them over to the GLC collectors en 
bloc, hopefully helping to avoid 
victimisation of particular people. 
These actions are being backed by 
tenants’ marches, representations at 
County Hall, and mobilisation of 
tenants’ associations on the estates. 


The rent-rebate campaign is largely 
a demonstration of defiance and 
tenant-solidarity. Many who are 
clearly eligible for a rebate are re- 
fusing to claim it, to show their con- 
tempt for the rises as a whole. But 
can the strike itself succeed? Since 
1915, several large-scale strikes in 
Glasgow, Birmingham, Luton, and 
Crawley New Town have held rents 
down, while over 30 successful strikes 
es place in 1938-39 in the East End 
alone. 


On the other hand, the St Pancras 
strike of 1960, involving 7,000 tenants 
against the police force and the Army, 
ended in defeat. The tenants were 
eventually persuaded to channel their 
objections through the Labour coun- 
cillors who, on coming to power, did 
nothing. In Liverpool last month, 
90,000 tenants also nearly lost their 


battle against increases of up to 
15s 6d per week, when the 40,000 
tenants initially refusing the rise were 
whittled down to a very small 
minority after a few weeks. (The in- 
creases have now been restricted to 
not more than 10s per week.) 


Whether there will be the necessary 
unanimity of purpose, in the com- 
paratively affluent and diffuse Lon- 
don of 1968, to fight a battle on the 
1915 Glasgow pattern, can only be 
known in October. At present, the 
GLC-TAC fears that the local associa- 
tions in some areas (especially 
Islington) are not strong enough. It 
is also afraid that the community 
associations, with their bias for social 
activities, will be subtly “ bought off ” 
by the GLC—by help with community 
centres, play-space, and even new 
houses—for example, the 190 families 
living in deplorable conditions at 
Coventry Cross in the East End were 
recently all rehoused at the same time 
in what they admitted’ was “an 
amazing victory”. 


It is therefore not so much the actual 
numbers, but the breadth of 
representation on Sunday’s rally, 
which will indicate whether this 
autumn is to see perhaps the largest 
direct action by council tenants in our 
history. 


ee ee ee 


ANH wow oc Bamana aht mw 


ree sAcaons 


|\luosahwowt] = 


ba] 
a 


Wilson snubs Ni 


Kevin McGrath writes: Harold Wilson 
spent the weekend at Balmoral visit- 
ing the Queen and fitting in a game 
of golf on her private course. On 
Friday, before leaving, he replied to 
a letter (see below) signed by 260- 
plus Archbishops, Bishops, MPs, 
academics, writers, ex-civil servants, 
and others calling for an end to 
British arms-supplies to Nigeria and 
for a serious effort to bring about a 
ceasefire. 


His curt letter ignored completely a 
request by the organisers of the 
letter, the Committee for Peace in 
Nigeria, for him to meet a deputation 
of signatories and made no attempt 
whatsoever to answer any of the 
points made. 

Instead Mr Wilson briskly stated, in 
his reply to Fenner Brockway: ‘As you 
will know, the Government’s view of 
the situation was stated by the Com- 
monwealth Secretary in the Commons 


‘Very wide feeling in Britain’ 


Dear Prime Minister—We believe 
that two contributions could assist in 
bringing hostilities to an end. The 
first would be willingness to press on 
appropriate Governments the  pro- 
vision of an international peace- 
keeping force. Canadia, India, and 
Ethiopia have been suggested as 
acceptable countries for this purpose, 
and we hope you will encourage this. 
The second desirability is a cessation 
of all arms-supplies 1o both sides. We 
would like to see the British Govern- 
ment approach the Governments from 
which supplies are reaching Nigeria 
and Biafra, and urging that these 
should be stopped at the points of 
embarkation. As you will be aware, 
there is now a very wide feeling in 
this country that Britain should stop 
its supply of arms, and we strongly 
urge this on the Government. It would 
be a lead which would influence 
others. 


We recognise that a political settle- 
ment cannot easily be realised, but 
we believe—if there is international 
pressure to end the war—that an 


Peter Moule reports: As Peace News 
readers will have gathered from the 
various garbled reports which 
appeared in or on the organs of the 
mass media, the National Committee 
of 100, the last of the Committee 
groups still actually functioning, has 
ceased to exist. The Committee was 
ended by a unanimous decision at 
what proved to be its final meeting 
on Saturday, September 14, 1968. 


The meeting itself was very poorly 
attended, less than two dozen people 
responding to Peter Cadogan’s 
strongly worded circular which had 
stated that the meeting could be 
“pretty critical”. The meeting 
opened wih an hour-long press con- 
ference and then, the press having left 
by request, moved to what proved to 
be its only item: ‘The Future of 
Goodwin Street and the National Com- 
mittee ”. 


Discussion lasted about one hour, but 
a number of those present did not 


LEARN the International 
Language ESPERANTO. 


For evening classes in London 
see ‘“‘ Floodlight”. 


Further information from: 


British Esperanto Association, 
140 Holland Park Avenue, W11. 


PACIFIST UNIVERSALIST SERVICE 
3.30, Sunday September 22 

Essex Church Hall, Palace Gardens 
Terrace, Notting Hill Gate, 
Discourse, Questions, Discussion. 


agreement might be reached on the 
basis of continued association between 
Biafra and Nigeria, with many com- 
ynon services and a plebiscite in the 
disputed areas. 


There is immediately the terrible 
problem of hunger. We should like to 
urge that emergency international re- 
lief on a vast basis should be co- 
ordinated by the help of Govern- 
ments, United Nations agencies, the 
Organisation for African Unity, the 
Red Cross, and voluntary organisa- 
tions. If this were planned at govern- 
mental and United Nations levels, it 
would be difficult for the Nigerian 


Government and the Biafran 
authorities to refrain from  co- 
operating. 


An essential feature would be the 
neutral supervision of the transport 
of relief, so as to exclude military 
weapons, and the demilitarisation of 
all routes and roads used for this 
purpose. The nucleus of an_ inter- 
national peace-keeping force might be 
used in this way.—Committee for 
Peace in Nigeria. 


speak. Some people thought the Com- 
mittee should continue, provided 
those who supported or advocated 
“violence” in Biafra, for example, 
withdrew; but after a short, serious 
discussion on policy, finance and other 
issues, the decision to disband the 
Committee was agreed unanimously— 
and thus ended the Committee of 100 
with neither a bang nor a whimper. 
An agreed statement was  subse- 
quently released to the press and TV. 


A winding-up committee was formed, 
those on it are: Peter Cadogan, 
Philip Seed, Bill Hetherington, Dave 
Walsh, Malcolm Miles, Peter Moule. 
(Anybody in the position of debtor 
or creditor to the National Committee 
could perhaps contact the office at 
Goodwin Street as soon as possible, 
please.) 


Even before the meeting had ended 
plans were being made for fresh ven- 
tures. There were two main proposals. 
Peter Cadogan and Brian Green are 
starting a group for Extra-Parliamen- 
tary Democracy, initially in and 
around the Hampstead and Highgate 
area of London, but with the intention 
that the idea will spread much more 
widely. (Details from Peter Cadogan, 
13 Goodwin Street, London N4.) 


Others are anxious to start some re- 


Correction 


Dr Rather’s article on page 6 is re- 
printed from The Nation. The illustra- 
tion for it, on our front cover, is by 
Bernard Power-Canavan. A mistake 
during transcription occurred in Bill 
Hillier’s translation of Robert Lam- 
botte’s article, “The Battle For 
Biafra’, last week. The sentence— 
“The American ‘experts’ in Biafra 
are too numerous to be counted ”— 
should of course have read ‘American 
‘experts’ in Nigeria.”—Eds. 
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Debate on August 27”—and added 
that a deputation would be received 
by the Commonwealth Secretary. 


The snub was not accepted. On re- 
ceiving it, Fenner Brockway wrote 
back repeating the request for an 
audience with Wilson and pointing 
out that ‘‘a very representative 
deputation has already waited on the 
Commonwealth Secretary ”. 


“The letter which you have received 
above these signatures must surely be 
the most representative and influen- 
tially signed communication a British 
Prime Minister has ever received”, 
he went on. “In these circumstances 
we feel very deeply that you should 
consent to receive a deputation.” 


No reply had been received from the 
evasive Mr Wilson by this Tuesday. 
“We intend to keep pressing for a 
deputation ” said Lord Brockway at a 
press conference. What if Wilson kept 
on refusing? ‘‘ We’ll have to bring to- 
gether the Committee to decide”. 


But in spite of the evident reluctance 
to take even the most respectable 
steps in the direction of more radical 
forms of action, the list of signa- 
tories is impressive. 

Most significant, perhaps, are the 
signatures of 20 or so former or 
current civil servants, including Sir 
Andrew Urquhart, former  Vice- 
Governor General of Nigeria, C. J. 
Mayne CMG, formerly Deputy Govern- 
or of Eastern Nigeria with 30 years’ 
service in the Eastern Region behind 
him, and many others. Equally 
interesting is the signature of David 
Fleming CBE, former Managing 
Director of Shell/BP in Nigeria. 


Which is not to disregard the fact 


that over 20 Anglican Bishops (in- 


THE COMMITTEE FINALLY DIES 


grouping for non-violent direct action; 
actual terms of reference, form of 
organisation, and so on, as yet quite 
open. It is planned to call a meeting 
at the Marquis of Granby, Charing 
Cross Road, on Sunday, September 29; 
meanwhile others who are known to 
be considering similar ideas are being 
contacted. (Details from Peter Moule, 
17 Knights Park, Kingston, Surrey, or 


Malcolm Miles, 12 Elgar Avenue, Lon- 
don W5.) ; 


The office at Goodwin Street is to be 
retained for an interim period, and 
it is hoped that continuing permanent 
use of the office may be possible to 
organise. Meanwhile, 13 Goodwin 
Street is still being used as an infor- 
mation and communications centre, as 
well as being the office for the Save 
Biafra Committee. 


geria peace plea 


cluding both Archbishops), ten 
Catholic Bishops, 47 House of Com- 
mons members of all parties (though 
backbenchers to a man), 11 trades 
union General Secretaries, about 80 
academics, and many others have 
signed, and that few other issues have 
stimulated as wide a range of support. 


Peace boat 


Largely ignored has been the visit to 
Saigon this week of ten British MPs 
and peers, as guests of the Saigon 
regime, during a tour of south-east 
Asia “aimed at seeing British de- 
fence forces’, and headed by Labour 
peer Lord Beswick. 


Nearer home, on Sunday, over 700 
people will be off on the British 
Council for Peace in Vietnam’s day 
trip to Boulogne. This is seen as a 
means of beating the British Govern- 
ment’s continued ban on the entry 
into this country of North Vietnamese 
representatives. 


The date was chosen so that delegates 
to next week’s Labour Party Con- 
ference would have the chance to 
hear the North Vietnamese case first 
hand before going on to Blackpool. 


They will be meeting Ha Van Lau, 
Pran Cong Phuong, and Nguyen Minh 
Vy, all members of the North 
Vietnamese team in the Paris talks. 
There are also plans for organisa- 
tions’ representatives to meet their 
French opposite numbers. 


Plans to hire an entire ship fell 
through—‘ British Railways mucked 
us about "although it is likely that 
it could at least have been filled. 


Anyone wanting to get a place at this 
late stage will be lucky to find one, 
and will certainly be unable to get on 
any of the coaches being organised 
by the British Council for Peace in 
Vietnam; however, an overspill book- 
ing on another ship could be possible 
—contact BCPV, MON 1905. 


Penny post 


Even though we’ve no intention of 
using the 5d post, there’s no way we 
can get out of using 4d stamps instead 
of 3d for subscribers’ copies. 


We thought of putting up the sub- 
scription cost, but with our recent cut 
in size it didn’t seem fair. Then of 
course we too could start a two-tier 
system—for the cheap rate you’d get 
the previous week’s paper—but that 
didn’t seem a good idea either. 


So we're leaving things as they are, 
and hoping you'll send us the extra 
money anyway. Cheques payable to 
Peace News Ltd, to Merfyn Turner, 
Treasurer, 5 Caledonian Road, Nl. 


AFTER CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


War or Peacein Europe? 


FRANK ALLAUN MP (Labour. Peace Fellowship) 
GORDON SCHAFFER (LCS Political Committee) 
DICK NETTLETON (CND) in the chair 


at Town Hall, Kensington High Street, W.8. 
7.30 pm, Monday, September 23 


Admission free. 


LCS Political Committee. 


THOREAU: On the Duty of Civil Disobedience, 
with an introductory essay by Gene Sharp 
(Helen Allegranza Memorial Edition) 

2s (postage 4d) quantity rates available 
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Leyland Ratner 


Dr Rather is Professor of Pathology 
at Stanford University in Cali- 
fornia. During World War II he was 
for two years a flight surgeon in 
the South West Pacific. His most 
recent book is Mind and Body in 
Eighteenth Century Medicine. 


When it is complained that the laws 
of warfare have been violated by 
American military personnel in 
Vietnam with respect to the treat- 
ment of enemy wounded and cap- 
tured, the customary answer is that 
such violations, where they occur, are 
contrary to American Army policy. 
This reply was in fact valid until 
recently, when the Army began to 
countenance directives in its field- 
manuals that plainly conflict with the 
Geneva and Hague Agreements on 
which the laws of war are based. 


The Army’s re-writing of the rules 
began in connection with guerrilla 
warfare and the Special Forces— 
“Green Berets "—but now there are 
signs that all American military 
forces may be involved. After one 
hundred years Geneva may be moving 
into eclipse. To see what is being 
lost, a brief history of the Geneva 
movement is necessary. 


A little more than one hundred years 
ago, allied French and Italian Armies 
faced the Austrians at Solferino in 
northern Italy. The battle began on 
the morning of June 24, 1859. When 
the defeated Austrians withdrew in 
the afternoon, nearly 42,000 killed 
and wounded men from both sides 
lay on the battlefield. Captured 
medical officers were not allowed to 
treat their own wounded. 


There was no provision for neutrality 
of military medical personnel work- 
ing in the field, and experience in the 
past had shown that civilians who 
attempted to aid the wounded might 
be subject to attack from either side. 
The grossly inadequate medical ser- 


vices of the victorious French and 
Italian Armies did make an attempt 
to care for the wounded of both bel- 
ligerents on the field at Solferino, 
put within two days were required to 
move forward with the advancing 
allied troops. 


The Geneva rules 


A Swiss tourist, Jean Henry Dunant 
of Geneva, reached Solferino on June 
25. With some other civilians he did 
what he could to alleviate the fright- 
ful suffering of the wounded 
soldiers left behind. While at this 
work, Dunant conceived his two great 
contributions: he saw the need for 
guaranteeing the neutrality of 
medical personnel and for establish- 
ing a civilian organisation to supple- 
ment and oversee the treatment by 
belligerents of the killed, wounded, 
and captured. This was the genesis of 
the Geneva and Hague Conventions 
on the one hand, and of the Inter- 
national Red Cross on the other. 


The first Geneva Convention of 1864 
was quickly signed by all European 
Powers, but it was not until 1882 that 
President Arthur signed for the 
United States. Since then the United 
States has signed several revisions of 
the original agreement, most recently 
in 1929 and 1949. 


In full accord with the Geneva rules 
for the treatment of prisoners of war, 
Section III, paragraph 8 of the 
American Army TM 8-220, March 5, 
1941 (Medical Department Soldier’s 
Handbook) states: “ Officers, soldiers, 
and other persons officially attached 
to Armies, who are sick and wounded, 
will be cared for, without distinction 
of nationality, by the belligerent in 
whose power they are.’”’ Paragraph II 
of the same manual states: ‘“ Medi- 
cal troops, installations, and equip- 
ment are to be protected so long as 
they are not used to commit acts 
injurious to the enemy.” 


Tina Morris 


NOW THAT YOU ARE 
COMFORTABLY SETTLED, WHAT 
WILL YOU HAVE TO EAT? 


When they erected that new housing estate 


in your back garden 


and ran a super-efficient motorway 
through your living room 

and a couple of supermarkets 

where your orchard used to be: 

and raised the price of your Rates 

for the added amenities of running water 
and a shopping centre with bright lights 


to liven your view 


they didn’t seem to have given much thought 


to the fertile land they 


were destroying 


or the water supply they were poisoning 
or the plants they were stomping 
or the air they were fouling 


and when you innocently asked 
where the food for ali these people 


was to be grown 


that fat one at the head of the table 
just sucked awhile on his greasy moustache 
and said ‘‘ What do you think 


we've built 


the factories for? ” 


And in Section V, paragraph 675 of 
FM §&-10, March 28, 1942 (Medical 
Service of Field Units) the directive 
is: ‘“ Prisoners of war are disposed of 
the same as any other patients.” It is 
unfortunate that an escape clause 
(uncomfortably reminiscent of the 
rule changes that appear at intervals 
on the wall of farmer Jones’s barn in 
Orwell’s Animal Farm) turns up on 
page 33 of FM 8-15, November 1961: 
“Sick and injured prisoners of war 
are treated and evacuated in normal 
medical channels insofar as is pos- 
sible”. (All emphasis added through- 
out.) 


Captain Howard Levy first called 
attention to the role of Special Forces 
in guerrilla warfare, and he is paying 
with a jail sentence for presuming to 
take ethical matters seriously. There 
is no doubt that he had grounds for 
doing so. FM 31-21, Special Forces 
Operations, spells the matter out 
quite clearly, defining counter- 
insurgency as ‘military, para- 
military, political, economic, psy- 
chologic, and civic actions taken by, 
or in conjunction with, a Government 
to prevent or defeat subversive 
insurgency ”. And included among the 
various kinds of “military civic 
action” is medical assistance. 


In this new concept of warfare, 
medical care is a weapon. Yet the 
whole intent of the movement started 
by Dunant one hundred years ago was 
to separate medical care from military 
operations, to make medical personnel 
and equipment neutral. 


But, the reader may say, these Army 
directives apply only in counter- 
insurgency actions and to a special 
variety of troops. Morally, that would 
be a quibble, but it is not even true. 
A wider scope has been proposed in 
an article appearing in the May 1968 
issue of the professional journal, 
Military Medicine. The article bears 
an innocuous title, ‘“‘ Medical Con- 
siderations in Internal Defence and 
Development”, and is the work of 
the former Surgeon at John Kennedy 
Centre for Special Warfare, Fort 
Bragg, North Carolina. 


The term counter-insurgency, we 
learn from this article, is now out of 
favour: ‘Internal Defence and De- 
velopment ” (ID/D) is preferred. The 
Special Forces having shown them- 
selves ‘outstandingly useful and 
capable” in ID/D, their experience 
‘‘ may be useful to all medical units”. 
For now “all (my italics) United 
States military forces must be pre- 
pared to engage in Internal Defence 
and Development ”. 


Indeed, there is much evidence that 
American military planners now see 
counter-insurgency as the warfare of 
the future. Medicine, says the author, 
“has proved to be an exceptionally 
useful instrument of national policy 
in ID/D operations”. Medicine will 
help win for the legal Government the 
“hearts and minds of the people”. 


What of care of the wounded? The 
“fallen American will receive all 
necessary care in the best hospitals 
available ”, the “ wounded indigenous 
military will receive the best treat- 
ment possible within his military 
medical structure”, while for the 
“wounded indigenous para-military 
soldier” the situation is admittedly 
“not so promising ”’. 

Nothing is said here of wounded 
indigenous military and para-military 
soldiers of the opposing forces, let 
alone of whoever might turn out in 
some contingency to be the counter- 


part of the “fallen American ’—the 
fallen Russian, the fallen Chinese, 
the fallen Pole? The author is not 


entirely silent on the subject, for 
‘“‘ another important facet of medicine 
in ID/D involves the denial of 
medical resources to the insurgents "’. 
In the context of the article this state- 
ment, shocking at first sight, seems to 
mean only that strict control over 
medical supplies and equipment is 
necessary in order that they do not 
reach the black market or the 
guerrilla underground. 


More disquieting is the statement that 
“much valuable intelligence can be 
gathered from a _ local medical 
system”, since patients “under 
treatment are frequently very co- 
operative in revealing information 
about the guerrilla force”. The com- 
mander should therefore ‘ensure 
that his medic is advised by intelli- 
gence experts’. It is indeed easy to 
Imagine how co-operation might be 
exacted from a patient under or about 
to receive medical treatment, but a 
more profound and_ far-reaching 
violation of medical ethics is difficult 
to conceive. 


In the immediate past a man 
(whether physician or layman) chosen 
for military service in a war that he 
could not in conscience support, even 
a man who opposed all wars, might 
in good conscience accept substitute 
service in a medical unit of the 
American Army, with the assurance 
that he would have non-combatant 
status and could be equally devoted 
to the welfare of the wounded on 
both sides, to the extent that he came 
in contact with them. Where is that 
assurance now? 


Hippocratic Oath 


Largely because of that assurance, 
the general public has in the past 
been especially unsympathetic  to- 
wards physicians who refused to 
serve in the armed forces. Witness 
the recent response in newspapers to 
the large number of medical students 
at Stanford who announced their un- 
willingness to serve in the Army in 
Vietnam. The students were, perhaps 
predictably, castigated by the local 
branches of the American Medical 
Association. But where is the 
assurance now? Neither the general 
public nor physicians have been 
adequately informed of recent de- 
velopments in Army combat theory, 
whereby medicine is in the process of 
being transformed into just another 
tool of warfare. 


The Hippocratic Oath in its most 
recent form (that of the Organization 
Mondiale de la Sante, Geneva, 
September 10, 1948) contains some 
pertinent though very broadly stated 
provisions. Perhaps remembering 
those German physicians of the 
Third Reich who blindly followed the 
orders of a criminal Government, they 
enjoin the physician to consider the 
health of his patient his first care, to 
use his medical knowledge on no 
occasion, even under threat, against 
the laws of humanity, and to permit 
no consideration of religion, nation, 
race, party, or social class to be inter- 
posed between him and his patient. 


The duty of the American Medical 
Association is to rule on_ ethical 
matters. We may hope that the 


attention of one of its committees will 
in the near future be directed towards 
the problem posed by the activities 
ot the American Army. 
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Bogus non-theology 


Most clergymen are irrational, but on 
the whole they manage to express 
their irrationality rationally. David 
Hart does not attempt to do this in 


his article called ‘On Bogus 
Authority” (September 6) and the 
result is incomprehensibility. 

I make no attempt to sympathise with 
David Hart, for this would be patron- 
ising. The non-theology of CHURCH 
retains too much of what it purports 
to reject. The old controversy between 
“justification by faith ” and “ justifica- 
tion by works ”’—ie. by a fiction or 
by dodges—is unfortunately not dead 
but survives in a new and strange 
combination. ‘“‘ Works” are now all- 
important—it matters not that they 
be as heroically useless as the 
austerities of ascetics—as a means of 
“ self-justification ”. 

I shall, of course, be accused of being 
on the defensive, put I view with 
alarm the possibility of a new 
secular puritanism. I find the con- 
demnatory attitude of the new 
‘elect? towards the ‘unsaved ” and 
the “unsound” as vicious as that of 
any Calvinist. Like David Hart, I too 
reject the barren theology of the day 
before yesterday: but I look for re- 
newal through the recovery of a 
healthier, freer, rational, more truly 
catholic and scriptural theology—the 
“good news” that Jesus indeed pro- 
claimed. 


As for four-letter words, I use them 
freely in the right company—indeed, 
one of them is contained in a portion 
of scripture ‘“ appointed by law to be 
read in churches” (1 Kings 21 v. 21, 


apologia 


In the current issue of WIN magazine, 
the American radical pacifist fort- 
nightly, there is an hilarious article 
by Robert Calese which ridicules that 
perennial trump-card argument 
against pacifists: “ What would you 
do if a rapist attacked your wife? ” 


Calese’s fertile imagination lands his 
unfortunate spouse with a veritable 
avalanche of purposeful sex maniacs. 
He considers in good humour the 
options open to her affronted hus- 
band, given in each case a different 
attitude to the use of violence, and in 
the process indulges himself and his 
audience with a great many out- 
rageous and risque puns. Certainly, it 
would not be advisable for us to run 
the article in Peace News: 


Why not, you ask? Because a sig- 
nificant proportion of our readers 
would be offended by such an article, 
would take it as a deliberate insult to 
them, would feel it impossible to pass 
that particular issue on to a friend, 
would accuse the Editors of being 
vicious, malicious, violent, sick or 
embittered, would cancel or threaten 
to cancel their subscriptions, and 
would argue categorically that the 


article ‘has nothing to do with 
peace ”. 
That, at any rate, has been the 


response of more than thirty long- 
standing readers in letters to the 
Editors since we published a news 
item concerning Peter Lumsden’s 
demonstration against the Pope’s 
birth control encyclical, an article by 
Stuart Mitchel in support of “ foul 
language ”, and a photo of two young 
Dutchmen expressing in a unique way 
their opposition to the Russian take- 
over of Czechoslovakia. They no doubt 
represent the views of many more 


admit that all is not well with the 


# A.V.). But there are occasions that 


require the use of more hieratic 
language, and circumstances in which 
perfectly harmless words and actions 
might constitute aggression. For such 
reasons, four-letter words should be 
used sparingly in Peace News~—and 
never in the pulpit. 

Rev Gresham Kirkby, 

St Paul’s Vicarage, 

Leopold Street, E3. 


Include me out! 


With regard to David Hart’s article 
called “On Bogus Authority”, I 
admit to being at a slight disadvan- 
tage, since I have not yet read Colin 
Morris’s book, Include Me Out. But 
I think I can make one or two valid 
remarks. 

If the Church is irreformable, as 
David Hart seems to think, then the 
only decent thing for him to do is 
leave it. When is he going to hand in 
his resignation? But if the Church is 
corrupt, with many idle and un- 
Christian people in its ranks, then the 
only decent thing to do is stay in it, 
fight for truth, for freedom—in a 
word, for Christianity—and stop tell- 
ing Bishops what to do. Does Hart 
want Bishop Huddleston to resign? If 
not, his whole case, as I see it, falls 
to the ground. 


It is also hard to discern, in Hart’s 
article, anything that even loosely 
corresponds to what is normally 
called logic. He appears to castigate 
the Pope for condemning the South 
American priests who are advocating 
violence, but he is himself a member 
of a pacifist group (CHURCH). “ You 
can’t be a prophet and a priest,” he 
asserts, but he is himself trying to be 
both. 

Hart’s article is weary, ill-conceived 
stuff—rambling, hard to read, impos- 
sible to understand. I am the first to 


for filth? 
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Church. But if we are going to stir 
Christians into doing anything about 
it, we shall need more challenging 
writing than this. 

Rev Andrew King, 

28 Prospect Street, 

Reading, Berkshire. 


Vital or silly? 


if the purpose of public demonstra- 
tions is to relieve the feelings of the 
demonstrators, rather than to win 
support for their cause, there is some- 
thing to be said for the methods sug- 
gested by Peter Lumsden (“ Oh-So- 
Polite! ’ September 13). I doubt, how- 
ever, whether outbursts of frenzy 
would induce Bishops, or indeed 
people in general, to take pacifism 
seriously. They would only be con- 
firmed in their opinion that pacifists 
are rather silly people. If reasoned 
argument—scorned by Mr Lumsden 
as “lifeless and just plain wet ”—fails 
to convert unbelievers, behaving like 
lunatics “ jumping up and down and 
screaming with rage” would be un- 
likely to succeed. 

Rev Kenneth Rawlings, 

32 The Avenue, 

Lewes, Sussex. 


Self-censorship 


I must reply to Douglas Kepper’s 
criticisms of myself (‘Freedom to 
Offend” September 13j)—not because 
I don’t respect Kepper’s point of view 
(in fact he is one of the few people 
in the peace movement for whom I 
have great respect) but because he 
has so badly misinterpreted almost 
every point I made. 


First, I think Kepper has been very 
unfair in accusing me of wanting 
personal freedom at the expense of 
others. In fact, if Iam in the company 
of people I know are embarrassed or 
upset by certain words, I would not 
dream of uttering them in their 


presence. What I am defending is the 
right of self-regulation, the right to 
obey one’s conscience and not the 
rules imposed by State law. 


Second, if Kepper had read my letter 
properly he would have seen that I 
was most certainly not complaining 
about a Biafran writing a slogan on a 
poster in his own language: nor was 
I suggesting that all Biafrans should 
write swear words on banners and 
speak only in English. What I said 
was—‘I had to ask a Biafran friend 
what his comrades were chanting in 
their native tongue, and reflected on 
the many times I had been asked to 
clarify a message carried on a demon- 
strator’s banner by a person sup- 
posedly speaking the same language ”’. 
The point being that though one 
expects to have to ask the meaning 
of something spoken in a foreign 
tongue, one does not expect to have 
to clarify to an Englishman what is 
written in English on an English 
demonstrator’s banner! 


After such gross misinterpretations I 
feel tempted to say “ what a confused 
person” Mr Kepper is. I feel I am at 
fault, however, for not having ex- 
plained my thoughts properly. This is 
probably due to my typical working- 
class lack of education. Yes, Douglas, 
I have worked in more than one 
factory at shop-floor level, and if you 
had also, then you would know that 
factory workers do indeed use the 
same language in their homes as they 
do in their factories, and it is indeed 
very violent ianguage when used as 
abuse. Which is why I am seriously 
advocating that these words should be 
used once again as words with a 
literal meaning and not simply as 
meaningless abuse. Then perhaps 
people will invent some _ really 
imaginative and meaningful cuss 
words which really do apply to the 
situation they are cussing. 

Barbara Tassell, 

91 Paignton Road, N15. 


UNDER PLAIN COVER... 


readers who  haven’t 


trouble to write. 


It is, of course, ridiculous and self- 
destructive wnen a paper gets in the 
position of fighting its readers on 
such an issue, and we have no inten- 
tion of setting out to ram words they 
find offensive into our readers’ eyes 
and out of their mouths. Equally, how- 
ever, we have no intention of sup- 
pressing “four-letter words’’ when 
they seem appropriate. 


taken the 


Vulgar minds? 


Stuart Mitchel’s was a_ perfectly 
serious article addressed to the peace 
movement. The illustration to his 
article, which our block-maker sup- 
pressed, aimed to show the two 
opposite attitudes to the use of “foul 
language” which are both found 
strongly in the peace movement, 
mediated by a portrait of Sir Ernest 
Gowers. It is unfair, therefore, to 
assert categorically that Mitchel’s 
article had ‘‘nothing to do with 
peace”, just‘ as it is unthinking to 
make the same assertion about the 
activities of Peter Lumsden and the 
two Dutch artists. 


These young men were responding, 
respectively, to the Pope’s anti-sex 
encyclical and Russia’s disgusting 
take-over of Czechoslovakia. Their 
actions said, in effect: If you are 
crude, so will we be, to demonstrate 
how crude we think your actions are 
and the profound contempt we feel 
for you; only we will not hurt our 
fellow human beings; our “ vulgar” 
actions will hurt only ourselves; for 
we are prepared to submit to the 
legal consequences of our actions, 


whereas your vulgar minds and 
obscene actions hurt millions; and you 
apparently suffer no contradiction 
and not a pang of conscience. 


This style of protest is foreign to 
many older supporters of Peace News 
but there is no obvious reason why 
they should not open themselves and 
try to understand what is in the pro- 
testers’ minds, particularly when the 
latter’s analysis of the evil to be con- 
fronted is correct and their intentions 
are honest and patently sincere. It is 
a question of style. Many younger 
people are prepared to experiment 
with what is commonly considered to 
be obscenity when they feel it is 
appropriate. 


The choice for Peace News is whether 
to open itself to this sort of thinking 
and expression and so serve the grow- 
ing numbers who will not stand for 
the shit (what other word fits?) that 
governments put on them; or to close 
itself off for the sake of. the sen- 
sibilities of a still significant. number 
of older readers. What has most dis- 


DIARY 


21 Sept, Saturday 


CRAWLEY. 1.30 tm. Queen’s Square. to 
the Schermuly factory and eeoat (5.30 pm). 
CS Gas is canned at Schermuly Ltd (Newdi- 
gate) Surrey. Details/coaches: CND 14 Grays 
Inn Road, WCl. 


22 Sept, Sunday 


LONDON WCI. 12.30 to 2 pm. ‘‘ The Dolphin” 
(behind St Pancras Town Hall). London 
Chartists Forum, ‘‘A Charter for London’’. 
Fred Francis, Chaizman, and speakers, 


PEACE SHIP TO BOULOGNE, Meet the 
Vietnamese delegates to the Paris talks. 
Massive peace deputation. Book from: BCPV, 
10 Little Britain, EC1, 


turbed us about the current con- 
troversy is that many readers seem 
to find this question more important 
than all the other issues we present 
put together. It should be obvious 
what our position is. 


There are, of course, other questions 
that we haven’t the space to con- 
sider here—questions of imposed 
morals, social mores, societal re- 
pression, sexual authoritarianism, 
bourgeois family structure, matri- 
archal culture patterns, universal 
unconscious, and so on. We shall 
be devoting a 64-page Special Issue to 
these topics in the near future and 
intend to invite Doctor Kinsey, 
Havelock Ellis, Mick Jagger, D. H. 
Lawrence, Henry the Eighth, Wilhelm 
Reich, Henry Miller, Malcolm Mug- 
geridge, Tariq Ali and the Duke of 
Edinburgh to contribute provocative 
and controversial articles—at  in- 
ordinate length. Order your extra 
copies now—under plain cover! 


THE EDITORS 


24 Sept, Tuesday 


BIRMINGHAM. 7.30 pm. Upper Room, “‘ The 
Crown "', Corporation Street. Discussion Group: 
‘ Attitudes to Vietnam ’’. 


NOTTINGHAM. 7.45 pm. ‘‘ The Fox'’, Parlla- 
ment Street. Poetry, folk, art, music, films. 
Stephen Morris reads his poetry with ‘‘ The 


Scheme ’’. 


26 Sept, Thursday 


LONDON Ell. 3 pm. Friends House, Bush 
Road. Discussion: ‘* Non-violence in Czechoslo- 
vakia *', E10/E11 PPU. 


29 Sept, Sunday 


BLACKPOOL. 1-pm. Gynn Square. Leave for 
demo, eve of Labour Party Conference. 
Launching manifesto against NATO, Coaches: 
1 ee Manchester 2. Tel: 061-884 7511. 


The dove is a fiercely possessive, 
vindictive, bad-tempered bird, 
vicious towards its own kind 
and intolerant of others. In fact 
you couldn’t come up with a 
worse symbol for Peace. 

So it’s appropriate enough that— 
like Stalin many years ago—the 
Greek dictators, in an image- 
building frenzy, have picked on 
the bird, All over Greece they’ve 
had posters stuck up with olive- 
bearing doves and an inscription 
urging people to vote for the new 
Constitution in the September 29 
elections. 


“The Prime Minister chose the 
dove symbolising the aay bee 
progress, prosperity, and forget- 
fulness of the past that the 
referendum will inaugurate ” said 
Papa Papadopoulos’s press officer 
this week. 
a a * 


Talking of changing symbols, the 
saddest degeneration was that of 
the swastika, which for thousands 
of years had been used to stand 
for all sorts of good things. Until 
at least a couple of years before 
Hitler came to power, it was still 
being used by the Chinese Red 
Cross. There’s a thought—perhaps 
the Greek colanels should try to 
rehabilitate it instead of the dove. 


* * * 


It’s not just visual symbols that 
get debased, however. A recent 
issue of India News, a weekly 
paper published by the Indian 
High Commission in London, 
headed a page with a quote from 
Gandhi: 


“ Love is the strongest force the 
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world possesses and yet it is 

the humblest imaginable.” 
Immediately below it came the 
headline ‘‘Indo-Burmese Border 
Sealed Off ’—‘“ The Government 
of India has sealed off the Indo- 
Burmese border to prevent 
hostile Naga groups, who have 
proceeded to China for arms, 
from returning to Nagaland and 
fomenting trouble.” 

* * 


* 


I suppose Manalive on BBC 2 
started it: that extension of tele- 
vision documentary in the direc- 
tion of deeper involvement of the 
viewer in cther people’s troubles: 
the school of documentary from 
which Cathy Come Home sprang. 
The temptation, obviously, in this 
kind of field is to try to stir up 
things: the decision in later 
series of Manalive to change the 
format and “ give those attacked 
a chance to answer back” was, I 
suspect, a surrender to this. In 
spite of this, however, the balance 
has been held reasonably 
humanely until now, with a few 
marked exceptions. 


But with the start of a new pro- 
gramme, People In Conflict on 


BBC 1, the surrender has become 
total, judging by the first one in 
the series, last Thursday. 


The idea seems to be to give the 
victims a five-minute interview so 
that they can expose themselves: 
then we are whisked to the studio 
for a staged confrontation with 
people who can be expected to 
disagree strongly with them, so 
guaranteeing a telegenic punch- 
up. 

This time it was the mother of a 
four-year-old Mongol child, who 
had decided to send him away to 
a home. All we were given were a 
few seconds of film of the child 
playing, followed by the filmed in- 
terview: no attempt was made to 
explore the relationship or to give 
the viewer a chance to understand 
the situation. 


In fact it seemed fairly obvious 
that the whole point of the pro- 
gramme was the confrontation in 
the studio. We are nearer than we 
think to the “Year of the Sex 
Olympics ”. . 
I suppose it isn’t really non- 
violent to throw hot porridge at 
bailiffs who come to evict you be- 
cause you won’t submit to a com- 
pulsory purchase order on your 
house. 

That‘s what Stephen Hurn, age 
47, of Leytonstone did the other 
week. Neighbours booed and 
children chucked eggs and 
tomatoes as the council bulldozer 
smashed down his 12-foot-high 
barbed-wire fence. 

As I said, it isn’t really non- 
violent. But it must be very 
satisfying. 


GLAS SHirlleD 


Terms: 6d per word, minimum 4s. Dis- 
counts for series. Box No—1s extra, Cash 
with order (not stamps, please), Adverts 
to reach 5 Caledonian Road, London Ni 
by first post Monday. Box No replies to 
same address. Displayed advertisement 
rates on application. 


Personal 


EXPERIMENTAL WORKSHOP : ‘‘ KREAAT- 
SIE’, information, research and training 
centre for experimental youth projects 
and community action, wants to com- 
municate with groups and _ individuals 
active in the social, socio-political and ex- 
perimental cultural fleld. Please, place us 
on your majling list and send periodicals 
and _ information about activities to: 
‘* KREAATSIE ”’, Postbox 2277, Amsterdam, 
Netherlands, We will send you our monthly 
newsletter. 


DUREX Gossamer 8s 6d dozen. Durex 
Fetherlite 14s 6d dozen. Durex Gold Pack 
12s dozen, Real Skins three for 15s 6d. 
Dept PN, Personal Service, 626 Leeds 
Road, Dewsbury. 


HELP REFUGEES IN SOUTH VIETNAM. 
Poem card by Vo Van Ati (Overseas 
Vietnamese Buddhist Assoc) with tragic 
mother illus 2s 6d each, 20s for 10 post 
free. Proceeds to rellef “work among 
women and children. Housmans, 5 


Caledonian Road, London Nl. 


PARAMARTHA. Will you help us with a 
donation or books or literature for the 
active advancement of Vegetarianism, 
Veganism, Social Justice, Peace, Inter- 
nationalism, Non-violence, Mutual Aid, 
Racial Harmony, Spiritual Understanding, 
Freedom and their related subjects? 
Donations etc to PARAMARTHA Com- 
munity, c/o The Grange, Broadway West, 
Gosforth, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 3. (Explan- 
atory leaflet on request, sae.) 


PARTNER required. Parity. Northern dis- 
Densing general medical practice. Box no 


TYPING, manuscripts, theses, etc. Sue 
Pottle, 3c Willow Buildings, Willow Road, 
NW3, SWI 4192. 


WHEN IN A CO-OP SHOP, quote London 
Co-op number 336943, or send us_ the 
dividend cheque. The resulting dividend 
will be paid into the Peace News Fund. 
Try learning the number. 


Publications 
FREEDOM PRESS publish Anarchy, 
monthly 2s, Freedom, weekly 6d. Trial 


subscription to botn for two months: 8s 
Post free. 84b Whitechapel! High Street 
(Angel Alley), London E1. 


LEAFLETS, posters, a wide range of Peace, 
Radical and Political Literature (and any 
book in print) can be obtained through 
Housmans (the Peace News booksellers). 
Sale or return selections for meetings etc 
(everything arranged for you). Write or 
call: Housmans, 5 Caledonian Road, Lon- 
don Nl. TER 4473. 


MARTIN LUTHER KING’S last article is in 
the current Reconciliation Quarterly. 2s 6d 
from FoR, 9 Coombe Road, New Malden, 
Surrey. 


SOCIALIST LEADER for outspoken views 
and comment; for peace and freedom. 6d 
weekly from: 197 Kings Cross Road, Lon- 
don WC1. 


For sale 


NEW RECORDS from Housmans, 
Mitchell, Leon Rosselson: ‘‘A Laugh, A 
Song. and A Hand Grenade '’, 39s 9d plus 
ls pp. ‘‘ Festival at Blairgowrie ’’, Belle 
Stewart, Mary Brooksbank, Jeannie Robert- 
son, etc, 42s, ls pp. ‘‘ Here’s to the Irish ”’, 
The Dubliners; ‘The Rocky Road to 
Dublin’’, The Grehan Sisters; Finbar & 
eels Furey; Sweeney's Men etc. 14s 11d, 
S pp. 


SELLOTAPE DISPENSERS and envelopes of 
many sizes and all kinds of stationery for 
personal, group or office use. Get all your 
supplies from Housmans (the Peace News 
booksellers), 5 Caledonian Road, Kings 
Cross, London N1. 


Adrian 


Cinema 


NEW CINEMA CLUB. ‘‘ No-one who takes a 
serious interest in cinema can afford to 
stay out.’’—Tribune, Free booklet illus- 
eal why, 122 Wardour Street, Wl. 734 


Theatre 


UNITY THEATRE is closed for repairs. 
Watch this space for details of re-opening. 


